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Soap fwlgo Curraat 

OiiAar af soptoaibop U* 1970* WiXllaa &• SttakaU«ua* Aaaiata&a 
Abtopnair Ooaapal of tba Oaparbata* of foablaa. wrol^ Mliab a«oua«a, 
a«(»ag etbap tblags, bo tba anaottpagaawab bhafe I paglatap a fopml 
ooaplaint witk you oror tb* popjupy eo wait tod by bia aoalabanb, 

David Attdaraoa* Thopafopa* X do* 

A yaar and a Idalf of futility uea oonaumd in aaaking oartain doou* | 

nanta to uhieti I aw olaarly anti tied undar tba lao» It bagan witb 
mr po^ttoata boing unanawopod* fhaa tay lawyop* Xr. Bepnard Panater- 
wald* Jp., waa igaopod. Aftop tbat* ppoadLaaa wada hiw wopo not l»pt, | 

with aonaaquant furthap da lay* Tbopo ttaoa followad Dapaptwant of 
fuatiao lottapa I waat doaopibo aa liaa, in whloh evan oxlatonoa of | 

tha doounonta waa doniad. So* X filad Civil Aatioa 710*70* Whan 
tbat waa about to eona to tPial* tbo Dopartwaat of JTuatieo blandly | 

wroto W lauyop that tbay would walco tha doouaanta availablo. fhay | 

than d^yad m fupttaaP* flrat by not tolling no bow I eeuld havo I 

aooaaa to thaaa doamanta* than by atalling on eopyiag than* and fi<* | 

ttally« aa y*« nay paaalX, ^ aat ppoyiding aana aopiaa* paid fop | 

tl»p«a wmttia aapliop* until Xha nattar paaad^ yon* | 

During all thia paried* aa X Infamad tba Attaraay Oanaral and hia I 

deputy* tha Oapartnaat wpota a mudiap of lottops* not ano of tdiiah | 

was truthful. All wsra doaignod to auppraas* to vielata tho law* | 

and to dony no that to whioh I on ontitled. Pha Doportwont tmow 1 | 

was writing a book saying asid proving idaat it did not want aaid about 
tha aaaaaaination of Dr. Martin Inthar King* Jrp,, its Inmatlgatiw ^ | 

(whioh waa by tho Departnont* not Stato authoritloa)* and tta aaaa of | 

fanoa i^rl Say* ' I 

AUoging puihN»ao and intant nay bo gneationablo* no wattor haw oortaia 
Z nay bo in ny own niad. AUoging tha rosult* howovar* is last quoa« 
tionablo* for that is olaar* It ams first to fruatrato aqr work* than 
to dolay it (both preaopibod by tha Praadon of Infomatloa law and 
tha aloer intant of Coagroaa}* and to dony tho dafandant his rights* 

lOboa thia nattar finally raaahad yon Ust nanth, only thraa ro<iuaatad .x 
Iwd not boon dolivtrod to na« fhaao aro tha anvalopa in whioh ^t 
filo la oentainod* a aopy of oaa of tha pioturoa* and tho aaauraaoa* 






tr<m s^oeoas who oould glT* •ueh ••suroaeo, tlimt I bod boon glvoa 
aeeoss to tbo ontlro fllo* 

Whoa* oa August 12* 1970* those things had still not been dallvarad* 
you told tho OapartMat that doing this would require but a few min- 
utes and you ordered it done within a weak. During that week* X 
naitlwr reoaired nor heard anything Xrom the Departswnt. On the 
eighth day after your order* on August 19, 1970, with the Department 
not even appearing before you, you signed a summary judgment. 

Eewever, in the interim* on August lU., Kr. AaderatMS filed a auatber 
of papers in this matter, (toe of titem is an affidavit la the files 
of your oourt. It eoatains false stateawats that I believe, because 
they are the essence of materiality* are perjurious. One of these 
deals precisely with what was at issue before you* delivery of one 
of the item from the file in queetion. It saye, 

'"A eopy of this fils eovsr was dslivarsd to plaintiff on 

Augmt 12* 1970. * 

As hs knew when he swore to thie* Mr. Anderson* whom I met briefly 
and for the only time momenta before you entered your oourt* deliv- 
ered nothlmc to m. He hed with him the file envelope itself* 
several Xex^ eoples of it* and the picture in question. He showed 
m the envelope* in the presence of several witnesses* but hs did 
not "delivar" it to m* nor did hs give it to m. He showed it to 
me, then took it beck after I ahowed him that it had bean carefully 
contrived to mask one of the entries which bears vary heavily on the 
denial of his rights to Jams Earl Ray. Mr. Anderson than elao had 
the picture with him. Ha then elao refused to give it to m. Mr. 
Anderaon* to this day* has never *delivarad^ or given m anything* 
nor has ha aver written or telephoned m. There haa bean no gther 
oontaot between us. 

MstsbUshing ths trutis of wfemt I hers tall you doss not depeiid upon 
ths word of thoss witnesses with m. Paul ▼aleatine* a tfaaJfaAngton 
Feet reporter* else wes present. X have since diaomsed i^La 
H5T Ha reoalla that X was not gima the oo|^ In question* having 
seen mf brisf ooaversstioa with Mr. Andsrstm and having left the 
courtroom with m and than driven m to Hr. Penaterwald*a offiee. 

Sor does i»*oof of this perjury rest upon what mast be obvious* that 
you would not have dlreetad Mr. Aadamoa to do that itoioh he had al- 
ready dona* or titot ha would have remained silent if you had. 

Three days after this perjurious oath* Hr. And«roon*s superior* 

Oarl Sardlay* deputy Assistant Attoraay Owaaral* wrote Mr. Pmatar- 
wald* pretending* at was his and the Oapartmat*a wont in ttiia mt- 
tar* that you do not exist* that Civil Astion lo. 71d-70 had not 
imaa filed* and that you had not lasuad an order to the Itopartmnti 

"Pursuant to your discussion with David J. Anderson this 

office* wa are forwarding oopiea of the file cover which you 

requeeted." 




Tlu»ie« priop to tMs Kr. Eardlay had denlad, ia vrltlng, tbat this 
fils ooTor Mists. 1 oan glva jou ths lattsrs, 7st it la ha Hho 
parsoosllj’ told na« la Hr. Fanaterwsld*a prsasass, whsa I hsadad 
hla this eoTsr aad a wrlttaa rsquast for a oopy of It* that it wotad 
not bs gltraa to se* so his falsa lattsrs are not tilthout point. I 
siaggast that this boars on what I bollava is oontas^tiwsus . 

It was not pursuant to a non>axlstant dlseussioa with sjr attornay 
that tha file oovar eopj was* ultlBstaljf* forwardad* raaohing aw 
dftar you slgnad tha suwnsry judgnaat. It was par »xt»nt to your 
ordar. 

BowoTar* ths assantial point hsra la that Hr. Bardlay's lettar 
provas that tha Dapartswnt did not awll aw tha eo^r of tha file 
anvalopa until thraa days aftar Ifr. Anderson had sworn falaaly 
that ha had already dalivarM it. 

Perjury elinaxlng a year and a pwlf of delibarata and persistant 
violation of ths law by tha govaraswnt* espaelally by the Depart- 
Bwnt of tha govarnwsnt whose rasponalbillty it id to uphold tha 
law ai^ to defend ths rights of all Aswrleans under it* was too 
sauoh. I wrote tha Attorney Oeziaral on August 20* sending you a 
carbon copy. I oallad this perjury to his sttantion* noted that* 
had It been aw loataad of his awployaa* ha would have sought to 
have we punished* traead tiia history of this aasa aad tha 
dona ns* and oallad other things to his attention. Tha latter In 
answer, from Hr. Ruakalhaus* a copy of which la anolosad herewith* 
says only two things, responding to none of the others oontslnsd in 
this lettar to ths Attorney Qanaral or others Z wrote. 

It atm falls to give awaningful asuuranea that I was given soeasa 
to tha entire fils. Where tha Deputy Attorney Oaneral* knowing it 
to to falsa* had twiaa writ tan (his letters are attaahad to mj oow- 
plaint) that no suoh file axiats* subsaquont JDapartwant liaa* in 
witing* aatabllsh the exlatanee of at least t^a aata of thla file. 

raquast la* I believe* both norwal and proper. It was not for a 
wst nlnglass lettar frow a ^wyer saying I had baan given the entire 
file* aoBwthlng the lawyer has no way of knowing (and Ibp. Anderson 
oould not have been swre speelfio on this point In oonversatlon 
with Mr. Fenstsrwsld* to whow hs said hs knew absolutely nothing 
about the file). It was for a ststMwnt fraw ffiba oustodlan of the 
file* the <mly person idio oan knew. Bad I inalstad upon this nat- 
ter reeelvlng a full airing, had It bean wy intention to saflMimisB 
tbs govemnent, to expose Its exidlsss abuse of ns and its endless 
lies* there would have baan no question in oeurt. Z fall to sao 
w^« if the Separtnent did wake tho antlra fUa availahle to ne* 
the purpose of the eotion in your eourt* it is tor the 

only person who oan so eesure us to provide that eesurenoe. Bor* 
espseislly with hhis history of never having written a single let- 
ter that does not eoatain lies* ellnaxing with open perjui^* do 1 
think the neenlz^eee word of a nan who proolslns he has no knowl- 
edge la either proper or setisfaotory. 




Asia* fro» this, *11 Mp. Ruekslbstt* *«y* 1* thst ”1£ you hsv* eay 
fupth»p eo«|>l*lat* or dswsads, I esn only suggest thst you eddrsea 
yourself to the Court”, uhioh I here do. 

Besides the perjury of his subordinate, uhleh, incredibly. Hr. 
Bttokelhstts tells no to esll to your attantloa, there ere other oo»« 
plalats X do her* end I think esn he reaMdled. 

First of all# the oopy of the pioture ultlnatsly provided use delih- 
erstelT *ad with eon* trouble and east, contrived to be a* uaelesr 
as possible. It uas not printed fr«a the existing nags tlv*. Instead, 
the^ll* Itself was p^ographed, ulth a 11 t^ 

IJK. no doubt, ny own), all the llntj^ad dust, faithmiy reproduced. 

^n a part of the preoeding page I* copied, thereby Mding a 

of the picture, fhla print is also blotched by b* sty drying 

the evldenee in the picture was daliberately obscwd. 

end paid for a print nade fron the existing negetivs. I believe ^s 

also is what you ordered. There le a point to tMs deliberate obfus* 

cation, for thst picture ankes incredible the official explanation of 

how the oriaie was oonaitted. Therefora, the Departnent, which l»a an 

official position on ttae erine, docs not desire this picture to be 

elecr. 

So that its contenpt of your order would be ausked, the Departnent 
did not nail as this picture with an aooonpanying letter. Instead, 
an "internal” a»ao fom wa# used. It bears neither date Mr signs* 
turn and perpetuates the fiction that you had not Issued two orders 
end I had Mt filed OivU Action lo. 719-70. It was not «*lled until 
after the susmsry Judgneat end then in e nanner designed to hide thia. 
The "Interael" eonn^eetion reeds, "Fhotogreph enclosed as per your 
re<tuest." The Hens "H. Slshard Solepp" Is typed et the botton. 

After receiving the piettum on August 21, I wrote Hr. Rolepp asking 
for a elear «^y. SfS fate he bee not responded, nor does Ifr. Huckel- 

haue olaia to be responding to this J>«tt4^ ^rS*iel*^*** 

ant to tttie Doiwty Attorney Oeneral, Riehard Kleixulianst. The law 
re<|uires regueats to bo addressed to that office . 

The Depertmat's knowlx^ violation of the law has coat ns ouch. It 
has intorfared witti and delayed mj writing sM the ^ 

book. It has eost «e sany days of tiae end haa required *bout 20 
trips to \mshington, esch one eosting about 100 sdles of drivi^ eiki 
perking ewl other eoste. It has taken ssieh other tiae in needless 
eorrespoadenee • 

If, as I understand. It la tha basic tenek^tef ^ bh^^e vloU- 
tor may not profit froa hla trsnegroaolon, S 

Is the eoncept of Aaerlcan justice that the victim of the trensg^s 
cion should not be required to beer the eoste thus lapsed upon hia. 
ibr. Buekalhaua* letter, which does not eddrcec this, therefore in- 
etruets as to rales this question also with you. 



qsqq *T»c sweqiM®®* 'tX* '•W* 




t an nithout fund* for tba hlrlag of eounaol to pros* a elain for 
thaaa ooats. I faopa |ostloo la not dapazidant upon flnaaeial ro> 
eouroea. And I ballara that if this law, allegadlf enaotod to guar- 
entao the fraadon of inforaatlon, is to have any naanlng, to ba other 
than a new smana of official suppression, there nast ba sons kind of 
snohanisn for prarantlng and pu^shing the kinds of violations and 
abuse this|r ease so elaarlj illuatretas* If govarnauint oan lie with 
iaipunlty, refuse to respoi^ to proper requests, eontriva endless de- 
leya, ignore the order of a federal Judge and, ultinately, eonnit 
perjury, and all the eosty has to be borne by the eitlsaa who asks 
only what he Is entitled to under the law that allegedly guarantees 
this right, ean the law have any neaningT Should the governnant, 
with impunity, be pernitted to ylolate and rltiate tha law? Can it 
eonnit perjury without quala or fear of the woxklnga of ^te lawT 

I feel it is ay obligstion to write you aa 1 do» fha law vuat apply 
equally to all. The govarnaent l^t properly eos^lains about the 
erines of oitiaens should not laproperly ooasdt oriaaa Itsolf. 

In ay continuing work Z hava sought and aust saak other inproparly 
stq^praaaad evidanea. Again tbs govarnnent la asking falsa rapraaan* 
tations, and again it is stalling and delaying rasponsas, where they 
ere asda st all. Thus, again, Z balieve, the law is bsl^ violated. 
The resultant cost is an anoraous burden to ae. And I believe this 
constitutes an offioisl Interferenoe with fraedoa of the press. 

Ths reeord will show that Z did and do avarythlng poasibla to avoid 
unneoesaary litigation. Zt is not ay desire to b\irdan tha eourts 
without need. However, I do what the law to work, to be effeotive, 
as Z went governaent to be honest, and Z do want to bo able to do ay 
writing without ispoper interferenoe by government, in itself a gx»aat 
wrong in a soeiety suoh aa oura, Z therefore respeetfuUy request 
whatever heJ^ you and the law oan provide, for paying lavyars* fees 
ia now iaposeibla for ao. 

Sinoaraly, 



Harold Vaisberg 




